Abstract: h e collapse of the 'Anglo-Norman realm' in 1204 placed the Anglo-Norman aristocracy in an uneviable position, as most of its members were forced to choose between keeping their English or their French lands. h e process of untangling the ties between the two countries in the ensuing decades has received little attention from historians. h e present article considers the evidence of communication at er 1204 between the English magnate Robert i tzWalter and French royal oi cials in Normandy, which was intended to resolve problems arising from charters that Robert and his wife Gunnor de Valognes had issued in favour of the priory of Notre-Dame-du-Pré before the collapse of the Angevin régime. h ese acts provide a revealing example of English interest and involvement in Norman af airs in the years following the Capetian annexation of Normandy, despite the continuing hostilities between the kings of England and France.
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Vivre des deux côtés de la Manche http://www.unicaen.fr/mrsh/craham/revue/tabularia/print.php?dossier=dossier10&i le=01power.xml fournissent un exemple révélateur de l'intérêt anglais et de l'implication anglaise dans les af aires normandes dans les années postérieures à l'annexion capétienne de la Normandie, en dépit de la poursuite des hostilités entre les rois d'Angleterre et la France.
Mots-clés : Robert i ls-Gautier, Notre-Dame-du-Pré, Gunnor de Valognes, communication trans-Manche, oi ciers royaux, Angleterre, Normandie, charte, faux, le XIII e siècle, aristocratie anglo-normande, l'annexion capétienne de Normandie, héritage . h e fall of Normandy to King Philip Augustus of France in 1204 marked a decisive point in the history of both countries. Within a few short weeks, the Capetian king brought the 'stif -necked' duchy under his thumb 2 , nearly a century and a half at er the Norman Conquest of England had i rst established a dynastic union between Normandy and England. As contemporaries recognised, the collapse of the duchy placed the Anglo-Norman aristocracy in a painful dilemma. Since 1066 a great many of its members had enjoyed a lifestyle divided between England and Northern France, holding estates on both sides of the English Channel and sharing a single Anglo-French culture. All of a sudden, Philip Augustus' victory forced these landowners to choose between their lands on the Continent and in the British Isles.
In England, King John issued a general command to royal oi cials to seize the estates of all Normans, probably in the summer of 1204 3 . In Normandy, some redistribution was ef ected by the king of France, not least during his triumphal campaign through central Normandy in spring 1204, but he granted a period of grace in which landowners could do homage to him for their Norman lands, and it is likely that a full policy of coni scation was implemented in Normandy only from Easter 1205 onwards 4 . It was one thing for each king to issue a general order to coni scate the lands of those who remained overseas; it was quite another to carry out these orders in practice. In both England and Normandy, royal oi cials struggled to establish what was to be seized by holding inquests and compiling lengthy lists of i efs 5 ; but since a number of landowners changed their minds about their decisions or managed to recover their lost lands by royal grace, any such lists must have quickly become out of date. h e inquests of Louis IX would later uncover a great many examples of mistaken or malicious coni scations by French royal oi cials 6 . In England, political considerations meant that greater laxity was sometimes af orded to those from regions other than Normandy, such as Flanders, Ponthieu, or Brittany, or to certain social groups, such as clerics or widows; but royal indulgence of this type was both inconsistent and intermittent 7 . In consequence, on both sides of the Channel there was great potential for confusion or dispute over the status of the property of Anglo-Norman landowners.
h e Anglo-Norman aristocracy was ef ectively split down the middle, but many of its members attempted to maintain their interests on both sides of the sea. h e actual mechanics of separation have received little attention from historians, not least because most of the charters for the English and Norman aristocracy of the period remain unpublished and largely unanalysed. Yet this process is essential to our understanding of the absorption of Normandy into the kingdom of France and of the disintegration of the Anglo-Norman 'realm', which had dominated northwest European politics for nearly a century and a half. Much further research is still required, for instance, to explain why there were so few manifestations of pro-Angevin sentiment in the duchy at er 1204, especially during the Bouvines War of 1213-14. h e present article aims to cast light upon the twin processes of the separation of England and Normandy and the assimilation of Normandy into the Capetian realm. It draws upon a series of hitherto unpublished charters that reveal the contacts between Robert i tzWalter, one of the most famous magnates in medieval England, and a portion of his wife's property in the Pays de Bray in northeast Normandy. h e texts reveal some of the means by which the Capetian baillis sought to control the duchy of Normandy in the early years of the French régime, and they furnish a revealing glimpse of the process of disengagement between the two countries.
Communications between England and Normandy at er 1204
In order to understand the documents in question, which all concerned the rights of the priory of Notre-Dame-du-Pré ( alias Bonne-Nouvelle) near Rouen, it is i rst necessary to consider the problems confronting the Capetian oi cials in Normandy. h e king of France's baillis were hampered by their own ignorance of the province that had fallen under their sway. In order to administer Normandy ef ectively and fairly, they needed a good knowledge of the genealogies of each and every landed family in the duchy. If a Norman landowner died and the nearest heir was believed to be in England, then the property stood to fall into royal hands; and in theory this required the baillis to have accurate details about the branches of Norman landed families across the sea. h e Capetian bailif s also need a knowledge of the Norman past. Capetian acts and judgments at the Norman exchequer usually appealed to conditions 'as in the time of King 7. For these and related issues, see Powicke , 1961, p. 286-90, p. 328-358; Stevenson , 1974; Thompson , 2003, p. 179-187; Power , 2003a, p. 189-209 . I shall discuss these privileged groups at greater length in a forthcoming monograph concerning the Anglo-Norman aristocracy between 1204 and 1259. Henry and King Richard', implicitly nullifying the reign of King John but also setting in motion numerous inquests to ascertain the conditions before 1199 8 . Yet the bailif s were mostly incomers from the French royal domain, and many of the people best informed to provide such information had retreated across the Channel in 1204. In England, royal oi cials were not constrained by the political situation to return conditions to the situation before 1199, but like their French counterparts they needed to know the fate of Anglo-Norman heirs who had remained overseas.
Consequently, one of the chief paradoxes of the separation of England and Normandy was that connections between the two countries could not be completely severed if their rulers were to exert the maximum control over their kingdoms but also rule with equity. It was also in the interest of their subjects to keep channels of communication open. Some Normans plotted for the return of the Angevin dynasty, while others stood to inherit property across the sea if more senior relatives died. On numerous occasions the kings of England publicly proclaimed their intention to recover their lost i efs, and the English royal courts regularly asserted the desire of the king and political community that England and Normandy would be reunited in due course 9 . On both sides of the English Channel at er 1204, we may imagine that there was a climate of rumour and conspiracy, of uncertainty about the future and regret about the past. Since no formal peace was concluded until 1259, this climate of insecurity persisted for over two generations at er the 'loss of Normandy'. In 1205, for instance, the chronicle of Ralph of Coggeshall reported that the French knights guarding the Norman coast were terrii ed into retreating inland by rumours of the imminent return of the king of England; the same chronicler also recorded widespread fear in England that the count of Boulogne and duke of Louvain would invade to make good their claims to the honour of Boulogne, joining forces with dissident English barons who had lost their French property 10 . At more peaceful moments, the two régimes were prepared to exchange relevant information or seek the restoration of dispossessed landowners overseas. 14 . Many religious houses of Northern France retained daughterhouses and estates in the British Isles, and their heads had to cross the sea to do homage to the king of England for their possessions in his realm. Conversely, a small number of English priories had continental property which required their representatives to cross the sea: for instance, when Merton Priory in Surrey was involved in a dispute over the church of Cahagnes (Calvados), some time between 1204 and 1211, one of its canons crossed to Normandy in an attempt to defend the priory's interests, although he complained that the whole province was against him because, unlike his adversaries, he lacked a strong local patron 15 . h e English royal chancery rolls abound with requests for safe-conducts from religious to cross the sea. Merchants, too, continued to ask for licences from both monarchies to trade overseas, even in time of war. h ere were many means, then, by which news could pass back and forth across the Channel: such communication must have been substantial, for Continental French continued to have a strong lexical inl uence upon the French of the British Isles 16 . One intriguing example of cross-Channel communication, soon after the Capetian annexation of Normandy, can be reconstructed from a set of documents preserved by the priory of Notre-Dame-du-Pré near Rouen. h ese reveal that in about 1208 the English baron Robert i tzWalter intervened in a dispute over his former lands at Bures-en-Bray (Seine-Maritime), which he had once held in right of his wife, Gunnor de Valognes. A detailed consideration of the history of the Valognes i ef reveals the signii cance of Robert i tzWalter's intervention for cross-Channel communications in the at ermath of the 'loss of Normandy'. 13. Power , 2003b, p. 199-224. 14. For discussion of one example (the Boistard family, 1242), see Power , 2003a Power , , p. 195-1966 . h ere are a number of other examples of heirs appearing from overseas at the death of a landowner. 15. Richardson , 1932, p. 383-392; Arnoux and Maneuvrier , 2000, p. 21-22, p. 54-57 'Now he was strenuous in arms, spirited and proud, abounding in many possessions, generous, with a great number of powerful kinsmen, and protected and strengthened by a multitude of relatives by marriage' 20 . Sir James Holt has identii ed the many close ties of blood and association that linked Robert i tzWalter to the other rebels of 1215 21 . h e lord of Little Dunmow's connections spread in a network across south-east England, the East Midlands 17. For the ancestry and career of Robert i tzRichard, grandfather of Robert i tzWalter, see Round , 1895, p. 355-363; Keats-Rohan , 2002 and East Anglia, linking him to, amongst others, the magnate lineages of Clare, Mandeville, Lucy, Quency, Mounti chet, and Aubigny of Belvoir; these ties were ot en reinforced by multiple marriages as well as by regional solidarity 22 . Although relations between Robert and some of his kinsmen on his mother's side would later be disrupted by inheritance disputes, his family connections appear to have played a signii cant part in the organisation of the rebellion against King John. It is Robert i tzWalter's 'multitude of relatives by marriage' that concern us here: specii cally, his i rst wife Gunnor, heiress of Robert de Valognes of Benington (Herts.).
h e honour of Valognes answered for about i t y knights' fees, so that Robert's marriage, through which he initially acquired two-thirds of the honour, consolidated his interests in Hertfordshire and brought him important additional concerns in Norfolk and northern England 23 . h e marriage led Robert into a dispute with his wife's uncle, the Anglo-Scottish magnate Philip de Valognes, over the inheritance of another uncle, Geof rey de Valognes, in Hertfordshire and four northern counties 24 . Gunnor's descent from former sherif s of Hertfordshire was also the basis for Robert's claim to Hertford Castle, which Sidney Painter described as 'not very strong' but which secured him custody (1200-9) and then a hereditable claim (1215) 25 . h e marriage also embroiled Robert in two bitter contests with the abbey of Saint Albans. h e i rst dispute, concerning Northaw Wood (Herts.), pitched him against the abbey in the royal courts in 1200-1, but its roots lay deep in the Valognes family history, originating in the ambiguous terms of the abbey's grants of the wood to Gunnor's predecessors England. However, his marriage to Gunnor de Valognes between 1194 and 1199 turned him into a Norman landowner 31 . Gunnor's Norman lands were modest in size, but Robert was prepared to pay them considerable attention. His active, if inglorious participation in the defence of Normandy may have owed something to his recent acquisition of property in the duchy through his marriage, and we shall see that his concern for this property would outlast the collapse of the Angevin régime in 1204 32 . Gunnor's known Norman property lay not, as might be expected, near the town in the Cotentin from which her family derived its surname, but at the opposite end of the duchy, on the fringes of the Pays de Caux and the Pays de Bray. h e location of this land and its fate under Robert i tzWalter are revealed by a series of charters for Notre-Dame-du-Pré, a distinguished priory of the great abbey of Bec-Hellouin. Situated on the let bank of the River Seine in the Rouen suburb of Ermentreville (now Saint-Séver), Notre-Dame-du-Pré, also known as Bonne-Nouvelle, had been founded by Matilda of Flanders, wife of William the Conqueror, and its benefactors included Robert Curthose, Henry I, Empress Matilda and Geof rey of Anjou, and the archbishops of Rouen
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. As a convenient semi-rural residence outside the ducal capital, it was a popular staging post for the rulers of the duchy and their leading subjects. It was here that Robert Curthose had sheltered during the rebellion of the citizens of Rouen in 1090, and Hubert Walter, archbishop of Canterbury, was lodging here when he heard the news of Richard I's death in 1199; one tradition also made it the site of the clandestine burial of Arthur of Brittany at er his murder in 1203 34 . In the late twelt h century Notre-Dame-du-Pré enjoyed the patronage of a number of baronial families from Upper Normandy, including the earls Warenne and Robert i tzWalter's own father and stepmother Matilda de Bohun; both she and Earl Hamelin de Warenne had younger sons buried there 35 . h e priory was actively building up its estates in and around Bures-en-Bray, and so an endowment from the Valognes i ef at Bures was a natural step for Robert and Gunnor to make ( Sanders , 1960, p. 12-13) . John de Valognes, clerk, may have been another uncle of Gunnor but is not recorded elsewhere ( Round , 1904b, p. 29-35 10 li . per annum to Gunnor in 1202, Robert had granted away one half of the pension (100 s . ang. ) to a certain Gerard, prévôt of Gournay, and his son Odo 43 , and Gunnor had remitted the other half to the monks for the sake of the soul of Robert's cousin Richard de Mounti chet 44 . h ese grants represented the interests of Robert i tzWalter rather than Gunnor herself: he had diverted a portion of his wife's inheritance for the sake of his own kin, and used another portion to entice a local man from eastern Normandy into his service, and in the process, the Valognes interest at Bures had been reduced still further. Nevertheless, Gunnor issued an act in 1202 coni rming both grants (Appendix, n o 3). Presumably this grants were made now because the monks began paying the pension in 1202, when their thirteen years of grace came to an end.
h e further reduction of their property at Bures might suggest that Robert and Gunnor were attempting to divest themselves of their modest Norman property at a time when the duchy was under severe threat from the king of France. Yet the grant for the soul of Richard de Mounti chet shows that the Anglo-Norman realm was still very much in existence in 1202. Alms for a dead 'English' baron were being instituted by another 'English' baron from Norman revenues. Furthermore, Robert played a very active part in the af airs of Upper Normandy at this time, both on his own account and that of the beleaguered king of England. He was active in trade in the region: in February 1203 he had two ships on the Seine, one carrying wine from the French royal domain, the other taking salt -presumably in the opposite direction, from the Norman coast to inland France 45 . Meanwhile, in spring and autumn 1201, the count of Eu had risen in arms against King John at Drincourt (Neufchâtel-en-Bray), a mere 6 km. from Bures-en-Bray, leading to renewed Angevin-Capetian war and, eventually, the French conquest of Normandy. We i nd a number of echoes of war in the charters and activities of Robert and Gunnor in this period. Gunnor 
Robert i tzWalter and the bailli of the king of France (1204-1208)
With his return to England, Robert i tzWalter might have expected that any contact with his wife's Norman property was now at an end. He came back to France in 1206 with King John, witnessing the truce between the kings of England and France at h ouars in October, but it is very unlikely that he would have been able to visit Normandy 50 . Yet a few years later, he intervened in a dispute between the monks of Notre-Dame-du-Pré and the prévôt of Gournay over the i ef of Valognes. An undated letter survives in which Robert informs the ' baillis and sergeants of the lord king of Gaul of Arques and Rouen' that he had ceded all his rights in the manor of Bures in the i ef of Valognes to the priory in return for 100s. currentis monete a year (Appendix, n o 4). Robert then stated that if Gerard the prévôt of Gournay and his son or anyone else impleaded the monks concerning his alms to the priory, the monks would be being troubled unjustly. Although addressed to the royal oi cers, its preservation amongst the muniments of Notre-Dame-du-Pré shows that the surviving exemplar was intended for the monks. h e letter raises some important questions. Firstly, when was it sent? It must postdate the surrender of Arques and Rouen to Philip Augustus in 47. Power , 2001, p. 458-462. 48. Stevenson, Coggeshall , p. 143-144 June 1204, and must predate a series of acts from 1208 that will be discussed below 51 . Secondly, to what act was Robert referring in his letter? No surviving charter of Robert i tzWalter makes a grant in the way that he describes. However, Gunnor's act of 1202 (n o 3) had the same ef ect as the grant set out in Robert's letter: by her act, the 100 s . that the monks were still required to render to Gunnor and Robert had been remitted to the priory, for the soul of one of Robert's relatives. Robert i tzWalter's letter appears to represent his own recollection of the transaction of 1202, which may mean that he had no available written record of his earlier acts.
Two other questions are the most important. Was the act produced in England, or was Robert able to visit Normandy at er 1204? h e letter shows at once Robert's detachment and familiarity with the situation in Normandy: 'manor' was an unusual term in Normandy at this date and its use here may have given the letter an English quality, but the substitution of 'current money' for sous angevins shows that Robert was aware of the reform of the Norman coinage by Philip Augustus in 1204
52 . Yet the balance of probabilities is that the letter was sent from England. If so, how did Robert become aware in England that his Norman alms were in danger? h e royal truce of October 1206 may have allowed easier contact across the Channel, although relations between the two kingdoms remained tense, with desultory clashes in Brittany and Poitou over the next few years 53 . Most probably a monk of Notre-Dame-du-Pré, or perhaps the mother house of Bec, sought him out and asked him for help; the abbey retained much land in England at er 1204 54 . h is must remain mere speculation, but it is dii cult to see how else such news could have reached him. With the soul of his deceased cousin at risk, the lord of Little Dunmow sent a writ to the Capetian bailli in an attempt to protect his and his wife's git s in alms.
Robert's intervention appears to have arisen from an attempt by the prévôt of Gournay and his son to appropriate the whole pension of 10 li . that the monks had been accustomed to render. No doubt Gerard and Odo were proi tting from the absence of Robert and Gunnor, whom they must have regarded as powerless to warrant their alms to the monks against their interference. h e details of this dispute can be deduced from three further deeds, issued in 1208. In two acts in favour of Notre-Dame-du-Pré, Gerard and Odo de Gournay sold the pension of 100 s . that Robert i tzWalter had granted them for life (Appendix, n o 5-6) 55 .
51. See below, p. 15-16. Although this act could date from the exile of Robert i tzWalter in 1212-1213, it seems to prei gure the transaction of 1208 recorded in n o 5 and 6 below. 52. 'Current money' was becoming common for monetary reasons before 1204, but its substitution for angevins in this act appears to be a direct response to the change in coinage in that year. See Delisle, Catalogue de Philippe Auguste , nº 112. 53. P ower , 2004, p. 446-466 . In Apr. 1208 King Philip alleged that King John's men had broken the truce ( Delaborde , Actes de Philippe Auguste , iii, nº 1021). 54. Morgan , 1946, p. 120 . Some of Bec's property was seized in 1204 but was soon restored. 55. It should be noted that the text of neither act is completely satisfactory: much of nº 5 is missing, while nº 6 is known only from a Trésor des Chartes copy of a vidimus of 1347, although its terms
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Vivre des deux côtés de la Manche http://www.unicaen.fr/mrsh/craham/revue/tabularia/print.php?dossier=dossier10&i le=01power.xml h e monks were thereby freed of the obligation to pay any sum for the i ef of Valognes, at least for the term of Gerard's and Odo's lives. Both acts issued by Gerard and Odo stated that the sale was enacted in the presence of the castellan of Arques, John de Rouvray (one of the acts also called him 'justice'), and in a third act, given at Rouen in April 1208, the castellan issued a notii cation of the terms of the sale (Appendix, n o 7). It is easy to believe that Robert's letter to 'the baillis and sergeants of Arques and Rouen' had been sent to John de Rouvray; perhaps the Capetian oi cial had even solicited it from Robert through an intermediary.
John de Rouvray's role in this example of Anglo-Norman communication at er 1204 is interesting. Although most of the Capetian baillis were from the French royal domain, John was a Norman, the scion of a lignage chevaleresque from Rouvray-Catillon in the Pays de Bray. Some of his family's estates and his acquisitions lay within a few miles of Bures-en-Bray. A rebel against Richard I and in French royal service from 1194, John returned to 1202-3 to administer the marcher districts around his place of origin that had fallen into French hands, and in 1204 he assisted the king of France in negotiating the surrender of Norman castles. From 1204 to c. 1210 John de Rouvray held the title of castellan of Arques but, as Delisle noted, he was the i rst Capetian bailli of Caux in all but name. In this role he crushed an attempt by Roger de Mortemer to revive King John's cause at Dieppe in 1205, and ruthlessly asserted royal rights in northeast Normandy 56 . It must be assumed that Robert i tzWalter's letter to John de Rouvray and the castellan of Rouen 57 had the desired ef ect. h e monks' preservation of the letter shows that the residuary rights of Robert -and, by extension, of Gunnor -were still acknowledged in Normandy, and that his word still carried some weight there, despite the coni scation of the estates of those who had remained in England.
h e forged act of Gunnor de Valognes ('1209')
In August 1212, Robert i tzWalter was outlawed for his part in the assassination plot against King John, and l ed to France 58 . Whether Gunnor accompanied him is not known; nor is there any indication whether he visited Normandy during his months of exile. At er his return to England in 1213 there is no further indication of any contact between Gunnor and her family and her Norman inheritance. John de Rouvray's act of 1208 did not mark the end of the troubles over the i ef of Valognes, however. h e muniments of NotreDame-du-Pré include another purported original act of Gunnor, dated 1209 (Appendix, n o 8). By this act, 'Gunnor, daughter and heir of Robert de Valognes, widow ( relicta ) of the late Robert i tzWalter', ceded all her appear authentic. 56. RHF , xxiv, I, préface , p. 109*-110*; Power , 1997, p. 361-384; see also Power , 1999 , p. 134-135. 57. William Poucin (to 1207 William Escuacol (from c. 1208 ): RHF , xxiv, I, préface , p. 98*-99*. 58. Holt , 1961 15 Cross-Channel communication… Tabularia « Études », n° 11, 2011 , p. 1-33, 28 avril 2011 remaining rights over the i ef of Valognes at Bures to the monks of Bec at Notre-Dame-du-Pré. Specii cally, the act stated that Gunnor had sold the monks her reversionary rights to the 100 s . ang. per annum that Gerard and Odo de Gournay would receive for life from the i ef. For this concession the monks had paid her 15 li. angevins .
Although it was sealed as if it were an authentic document, this act is all too obviously spurious. Although the script replicates some features of early thirteenth-century charter hands, it also contains features that suggest a date from the late thirteenth or, more probably, the early fourteenth century 59 , and its orthography for some proper names conforms to that period rather than 1209 60 . Nor is it merely the rescript of a lost original, for the text of the act contains several blatant errors. Firstly, Gunnor was never Robert's widow. In 1209 the most dramatic episodes in Robert's career still lay several years in the future, and he was destined to outlive his i rst wife by many years; indeed, at his death in 1235 his inheritance passed to his son by his second wife Rohese. Relicta could on occasion signify a divorced wife, but there is no evidence that Robert and Gunnor ever divorced: they acted together in the Binham Priory dispute in 1210-11, and at er Gunnor's death Robert retained control of her share of the Valognes inheritance in England until his death, by the practice later known as the 'courtesy of England' 61 . h e references to the money of Angers are also grounds for suspicion, for this coinage had been suppressed by Philip Augustus in 1204 and ceased to be a money of account in Normandy almost immediately 62 .
Other features, insignii cant on their own, underline the suspect nature of the act. It is the only one in the set to describe the monks of Notre-Dame-du-Pré as Beccenses , for instance: it was still unusual for Norman acts to refer to monastic daughter houses by the mother order in this way at the beginning of the thirteenth century. h ere can be no doubt that the extant act concerning the Valognes inheritance at Bures is a forgery.
h e inauthentic nature of this act raises several interesting questions, with implications for the connections between England and Normandy at er 1204. Are any other Valognes acts spurious? Was Gunnor's forged act concocted to replace a genuine act issued in her name -from which the seal may have been taken? Most important of all, who forged the act of '1209', and why? h ere is no reason to regard the other Bures acts as inauthentic: none of the objections raised against the act of '1209' applies to the other seven acts, all but one of which (n o 6) appear to be authentic originals. It is certainly possible 59. I am enormously grateful to Tessa Webber for her advice regarding this unusual hand, which may represent the attempt by an early fourteenth-century clerk versed in bookhand to imitate an early thirteenth-century charter. 60. It has Vill'o instead of Will ' o or Wll'o , which were the conventional Norman abbreviations in the early 13 th century for Willelmus and Willermus . 61. Curia Regis Rolls , vi, ; Book of Fees , i, p. 574. For the 'courtesy of England ', see Pollock and Maitland , 1968, ii, p. 414-420. Hall , Glanvill , p. 63. 62 . I am preparing an article concerning coinage in the Angevin Empire which will discuss this change.
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Vivre des deux côtés de la Manche . Either the forged act was adapted from a lost original -presumably one dating from before 1204, in view of the references to the money of Angers -or else the forger had the acts of 1190 and 1202 before him and took the names of witnesses from them. Too little of the seal remains to establish whether it, too, is inauthentic, or taken from an act issued by someone else, or else an authentic seal taken from a genuine act of Gunnor de Valognes. h e possible reasons for the forgery are the most intriguing aspect of this charter. h e residence of Robert and Gunnor in England at er 1204 let unresolved what would happen to the pension from Bures which the monks had to pay to Gerard and Odo de Gournay when these two men died. h ey had sold their annual pension of 100 s . to the priory in 1208, but this grant would lapse with their deaths; in theory, the pension would revert to Gunnor or her heirs. We do not know when the prévôt of Gournay and his son died, but whenever their deaths occurred, the political rit between England and France must have made it highly unlikely that Gunnor, Robert or their heirs had any chance of recovering their pension. What happened to the 100 sous a year from Bures? Perhaps this render was quietly merged into the priory's revenues. h e forgery of Gunnor's act suggests, though, that in the late thirteenth or early fourteenth century the rights of Bec over the whole i ef of Valognes at Bures came to be challenged. In 1302, the bailli of Caux held a sworn inquest to determine the seigneurial rights of the abbey at Bec in the i ef of Valognes 64 . Perhaps it was because of such threats that the monks decided to forge an act in Gunnor's name that prevented any further claim being made against them. It is tempting to believe that the date of '1209' was added simply to ensure that this act postdated Gerard's and Odo's sale of their life-interest at Bures to the priory in 1208. h e description of Gunnor as a widow may also have served to counter any rival claims, whereas a forged act in Robert's name could have been challenged as the act of an English baron issued at er the Capetian coni scations of AngloNorman lands in Normandy.
h ese ruses succeeded, for in 1347, when King Philip VI issued a vidimus of the privileges for the abbey of Bec in the i ef of Valognes, the spurious act of 1209 was one of those that he coni rmed 65 . In the early i t eenth century an inventory of the acts, endorsed as Ordo litterarum de Valognes , was drawn up, presumably for renewed coni rmation (Appendix, n o 9): it, too, included Gunnor's spurious act as if it were genuine. 
Conclusions
In 1190 Gunnor de Valognes and her i rst husband handed over their Norman property to the monks of Notre-Dame-du-Pré in return for a cash sum and a future pension. When that annuity matured, thirteen years later, Gunnor and her second husband Robert i tzWalter remitted one half to endow prayers for their kinsman, and granted the other half away for life to a humble oi cial. But for the 'loss of Normandy' in 1204, these grants might have passed almost unnoticed. h e establishment of the Capetian régime, however, threatened all the contracts and alms in Normandy of the Anglo-Norman lords who took refuge in England, for they appeared to be in no position to warrant their grants. While the kings of France issued charters of coni rmation for a number of major grants, the sort of small git considered here was unlikely to receive such protection. h e monks of Notre-Dame-du-Pré somehow managed to secure a letter from Robert i tzWalter that informed the new Capetian oi cials of his previous grants, ensuring that the monks retained their lands. We do not know how Robert was contacted or how he managed to send his letter to Normandy, but its survival shows that cross-Channel communication was still both possible and ef ective. Yet in time, the rupture of the link between the Valognes family and its Norman lands proved troublesome, and at a later date, the monks appear to have had recourse to that most traditional of solutions, the forged charter. h e Bures documents cast an intriguing light upon the processes by which the Capetian régime took root in the localities of Normandy. A Capetian bailli relied upon an English baron to resolve a legal dispute in his bailliage , at a time when the kings of France and England were notionally at war. h e documents show that the new régime could be responsive to local conditions, rather than always imposing French royal power in a brutal or high-handed fashion. h e Bures deeds also reveal how an Anglo-Norman magnate, one whose continental interests have never even been noticed before, was in touch with his former Norman lands in the years when the long-established ties between England and Normandy were unravelling. h ere is a postscript to Robert i tzWalter's letter to the French baillis . In 1212, he was identii ed as a ringleader in the plot to assassinate King John. His guilt seemed certain, for he l ed to France and to the court of Philip Augustus. Did his previous contact with French oi cials in Normandy inl uence his choice of destination, or ease his passage there 66 ? Such a question cannot be answered; but the Bures documents give us a rare glimpse of the impact of the loss of Normandy upon local Norman society in the years at er King John and much of the Anglo-Norman baronage l ed from the duchy. h e following sequence of documents concerning the i ef of Gunnor de Valognes at Bures-en-Bray allow us to reconstruct the events between 1190 and 1208. h e liasse 20 HP 6 from the Archives de la Seine-Maritime includes seven acts that are tied together, in the following order: an act of 1302 (see above, n. 64), followed by the charters below, in the order nº 7, 5, 4, 2, 3, 1. h is common preservation appears to date from the Middle Ages, and the endorsements suggest that the i rst i ve were kept together from the late thirteenth century or early fourteenth century onwards (and possibly nº 7 as well). h e other acts published below come from the liasse 20 HP 1 (nº 8-9) or from a register of Philip VI (nº 6).
In the editions below, punctuation and capitalisation have been modernised; for extensions of abbreviations, only proper names are indicated, in curved brackets. For the original acts from the liasses of the Archives de la SeineMaritime, textual variants from the later register copy of the vidimus of 1347 have not been indicated. Nº 1-5 and 7-9 are published here by permission of the Archives de la Seine-Maritime, Rouen, and n o 6 with the permission of the Archives nationales, Paris. Edited from A.
218 mm across x 185 mm down (folded). Slits and parchment tags for two seals; the right seal is lost, but a large portion of the let one survives (a fragment 40 mm down x 35 mm across). Its obverse bears a shield charged with a lion rampant, and its reverse contains the imprint of a small counterseal depicting a perching bird facing sinister, towards a plant. Late-twelt h-century hand. 
